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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment received 5/27/2008. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, and 14-30 are pending in the application. Claims 1,6, 11, 19, 20, 
24, 25, 29, and 30 are independent claims. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14, 15, and 17 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated over Ono et al., PG Pub. No. 2004/0162842, pursuant to applicant's argument. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14, 15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ono et al., PG Pub. No. 2004/0162842. 
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In reference to dependent claim 1, Ono teaches: 

The abstract processing section analyzes a computerized document stored in the 
document storage section to extract character strings before and after a keyword to create an 
abstract document represented by KWIC and copies and modifies the original document to 
embed a HTML tag at a location where the keyword occurs within the text so that keyword part 
within the document can be perceived. The keyword provides a proficient example of a reference 
to a second location and is not a computer network address. See page 4, [0074] through [0079], 
figure 7, and page 5, [01 1 1 - 0114]. 

Furthermore, embedding a hyperlink is taught by the Omo reference with the HTML tag 
that is embedded within the keyword/detected reference. 

Finally, as illustrated in figure 7, the KWIK representation teaches a means of 
highlighting the keyword for selection and also suggests the link being created in both the KWIC 
representation and the full text document (compare to "while the first location is displayed on 
the display device, highlighting the first location to indicate the hyperlink as being selectable 
by a user to cause an operation associated with the second location"). See page 4, [0074] 
through [0079] and figure 7. 
In reference to dependent claim 2, Ono teaches: 

Stretching the link by embedding a specific tag corresponding to the both documents of 
the abstract document and the KWIC document so that an appropriate location within the 
original document can be quickly referred from each KWIC representation in the abstract 
document. See page 4, [0074]. 
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In reference to dependent claim 4, Ono teaches: 

Stretching the link by embedding a specific tag corresponding to the both documents of 
the abstract document and the KWIC document so that an appropriate location within the 
original document can be quickly referred from each KWIC representation in the abstract 
document. See page 4, [0074]. The abstract document would provide a sufficient suggestion of a 
document external to the KWIK representation. 
In reference to dependent claim 5, Ono teaches: 

A Web document ranked in the retrieved result downloaded from each site. The 
downloaded Web document is held in the document storage section. The abstract creating system 
creates an abstract of each document by utilizing the keyword held in the keyword holding 
section by the method. The abstract creating system generates a KWIC document for KWIC 
representation. Then, the abstracts created per each document are collected into one abstract 
document. See page 8, [0174 -0178]. 
In reference to independent claim 6, Ono teaches: 

A web document ranked in the retrieved result is downloaded from each site. The 
downloaded web document is held in the document storage section (compare to "storing a 
version of a paper, the version being displaying on a display device as a likeness of the paper"). 
See page 8, [0174-0178]. 

The abstract processing section analyzes a computerized document stored in the 
document storage section to extract character strings before and after a keyword to create an 
abstract document represented by KWIC and copies and modifies the original document to 
embed a HTML tag at a location where the keyword occurs within the text so that keyword part 
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within the document can be perceived. The keyword provides a proficient example of a reference 
to a second location and is not a computer network address. See page 4, [0074] through [0079], 
figure 7, and page 5, [01 1 1 - 0114]. 

Furthermore, embedding a hyperlink is taught by the Omo reference with the HTML tag 
that is embedded within the keyword/detected reference. 

Finally, as illustrated in figure 7, the KWIK representation teaches a means of 
highlighting the keyword for selection and also suggests the link being created in both the KWIC 
representation and the full text document (compare to 'while the first location is displayed on 
the display device, highlighting the first location to indicate the hyperlink as being selectable 
by a user to cause an operation associated with the second location"). See page 4, [0074] 
through [0079] and figure 7. 
In reference to dependent claim 7, Ono teaches: 

Stretching the link by embedding a specific tag corresponding to the both documents of 
the abstract document and the KWIC document so that an appropriate location within the 
original document can be quickly referred from each KWIC representation in the abstract 
document. See page 4, [0074]. 
In reference to dependent claim 9, Ono teaches: 

Stretching the link by embedding a specific tag corresponding to the both documents of the 
abstract document and the KWIC document so that an appropriate location within the original 
document can be quickly referred from each KWIC representation in the abstract document. See 
page 4, [0074]. The abstract document would provide a sufficient suggestion of a document 
external to the KWIK representation. 
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In reference to dependent claim 10, Ono teaches: 

A Web document ranked in the retrieved result downloaded from each site. The 
downloaded Web document is held in the document storage section. The abstract creating system 
creates an abstract of each document by utilizing the keyword held in the keyword holding 
section by the method. The abstract creating system generates a KWIC document for KWIC 
representation. Then, the abstracts created per each document are collected into one abstract 
document. See page 8, [0174 -0178]. 

In reference to claims 11, 12, 14, 15, the limitations recite similar language to that of rejected 
claims numbered 1, 2, 4, and 5 respectively. Therefore, the claims are rejected under similar 
rationale. 

In reference to dependent claim 17, Ono teaches: 

The reference detected by Ono is text which provides a proficient example of the makeup 
of an address of a website associated with an advertisement. See page 8, [0174 - 0178]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 16 and 18-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ono et al., Pat. Pub. No. 2004/0162842 filed 2/23/2004. 
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In reference to dependent claim 16 and 18, Ono teaches: 

The abstract processing section analyzes a computerized document stored in the 
document storage section to extract character strings before and after a keyword to create an 
abstract document represented by KWIC and copies and modifies the original document to 
embed a HTML tag at a location where the keyword occurs within the text so that keyword part 
within the document can be perceived. The keyword provides a proficient example of a reference 
to a second location and is not a computer network address. See page 4, [0074] through [0079], 
figure 7, and page 5, [0111 - 0114]. Furthermore, embedding a hyperlink is taught by the Omo 
reference with the HTML tag that is embedded within the keyword/detected reference. Finally, 
as illustrated in figure 7, the KWIK representation teaches a means of highlighting the keyword 
for selection and also creates links in both the KWIC representation and the full text document. 
However the reference fails to explicitly state the second location is an advertisement within the 
version. Ono teaches web documents which include text, images, newspapers, etc and it is these 
documents which act as full text documents. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the well-known newspapers taught 
by Ono which include advertisements, to specify advertisements within the newspapers of the 
full text document, because the text in newspapers/advertisements would have given a user 
methods for selecting and retrieving specific attributes of the full text newspaper/advertisement. 
In reference to dependent claim 19, 20, and 23, Ono teaches: 

The abstract processing section analyzes a computerized document stored in the 
document storage section to extract character strings before and after a keyword to create an 
abstract document represented by KWIC and copies and modifies the original document to 
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embed a HTML tag at a location where the keyword occurs within the text so that keyword part 
within the document can be perceived. The keyword provides a proficient example of a reference 
to a second location and is not a computer network address. See page 4, [0074] through [0079], 
figure 7, and page 5, [01 1 1 - 0114]. 

Furthermore, embedding a hyperlink is taught by the Omo reference with the HTML tag 
that is embedded within the keyword/detected reference. 

Finally, as illustrated in figure 7, the KWIK representation teaches a means of 
highlighting the keyword for selection and also suggests the link being created in both the KWIC 
representation and the full text document (compare to "while the first location is displayed on 
the display device, highlighting the first location to indicate the hyperlink as being selectable 
by a user to cause an operation associated with the second location"). See page 4, [0074] 
through [0079] and figure 7. 

The reference provides for the full HTML document to come from both external web 
documents and internal web documents. The documents themselves include information 
pertaining to keywords provided by the user. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the well-known HTML link 
methods of Ono to provide access to different types of document content. The means of linking a 
user to specific types of content based upon keywords provides a user with detailed content and 
would have provided a framework for content to be text, audio signal information, or scripts, 
found on the World Wide Web. 
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In reference to dependent claim 21 and 22, Ono teaches: 

The abstract processing section analyzes a computerized document stored in the 
document storage section to extract character strings before and after a keyword to create an 
abstract document represented by KWIC and copies and modifies the original document to 
embed a HTML tag at a location where the keyword occurs within the text so that keyword part 
within the document can be perceived. The keyword provides a proficient example of a reference 
to a second location and is not a computer network address. See page 4, [0074] through [0079], 
figure 7, and page 5, [0111 - 0114]. Furthermore, embedding a hyperlink is taught by the Omo 
reference with the HTML tag that is embedded within the keyword/detected reference. Finally, 
as illustrated in figure 7, the KWIK representation teaches a means of highlighting the keyword 
for selection and also suggests the link being created in both the KWIC representation and the 
full text document. However the reference fails to explicitly state the second location is an 
advertisement within the version. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified the well-known HTML Web documents which 
represent text, images, books, newspapers, etc. to include a web document as an advertisement 
because it would have provided keywords for users interested in specific advertisement on the 
World Wide Web. 

In reference to claims 24-30, the limitations recite similar language for performing reference 
detection and hyperlink selection as those presented in claims 19-23. Therefore, the claims are 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, and 14-30 have been 
considered but are not persuasive. 

Applicant states on page 14 and 15 that Ono detects a keyword in a KWIC document but 
Ono embeds a clickable link within an abstract document (whose likeness is different from the 
KWIC document's likeness). Furthermore, applicant states that by embedding its clickable link 
within the abstract document (whose likeness is different from the KWIC document likeness), 
Ono clearly teaches away from claim 1 , because Ono fails to embed its clickable link at the 
location where Ono detects the keyword in the KWIC document. The Examiner would like to 
point to the computerized document (version) found in figure 1 . The document storage section 
holds a computerized document to be retrieved and to be abstracted. An abstract document and 
KWIC document are created from the original document or version. As presently claimed, the 
language states, 'at a first location within the version'. The KWIC and abstract documents are 
interpreted as locations within the version because both contain information extracted from the 
original version. The KWIC document provides a similar likeness to the original and embeds 
links within the version as well as a second location within the abstract document. The examiner 
proposes that the computerized document, the KWIC document, and the abstract document, are 
all displayable on a display device as a likeness of the paper. Without any further information 
related to the first location within the version or the second location, the examiner believes the 
reference to Ono provides sufficient language for a method of detecting keywords and creating 
documents with a likeness to the original with embedded links to allow a user access to various 
parts of the document. 
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Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Matthew J. Ludwig whose telephone number is 571-272-4127. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Stephen S. Hong/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
2178 
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